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STANKOVIC, Radovan, (ICTY indictee,
Bosnian Serb) (DOB 10 Mar 69; POB
Trebica) (individual) [FRYM]

STANKOVIC, Srboljub, Director of NIS
Naftagas; Member of JUL Directorate (DOB
1940) (individual) [FRYM]

STOJILJKOVIC, Vlajko, Ex-Minister of the
Interior, Serbia; (ICTY indictee) (DOB
1937; POB Mala Krsna, Serbia) (individual)
[FRYM]

TOMASEVIC, Ljiljana, Executive Director of
Beogradska Banka (individual) [FRYM]

TOMOVIC, Slobodan, SPS Regional head
KRAGUJEVAC; ex-Minister of Energy,
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia; Member of
SPS Main Committee (DOB 1946)
(individual) [FRYM]

UNKOVIC, Slobodan, Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia Ambassador to China (DOB
1938) (individual) [FRYM]

VASILJEVIC, Jezdimir, Director of failed
pyramid scheme based out of Jugoskandik
Bank (DOB 1948) (individual) [FRYM]

VLATKOVIC, Dusan, Ex-Governor, NBJ,
member of JUL (DOB 12 Feb 38)
(individual) [FRYM]

VUCIC, Borka, Minister for Cooperation with
International Financial Institutions,
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (DOB 4 Apr
26) (individual) [FRYM]

VUKOVIC, Slobodan, General Manager of
PRVA Preduzetnicka Banka AD (DOB 2 Jan
40) (individual) [FRYM]

ZECEVIC, Miodrag, Director of Jubmes Bank
(individual) [FRYM]

ZELENOVIC, Dragan, (ICTY indictee,
Bosnian Serb) (DOB 12 Feb 61) (individual)
[FRYM]

6. Appendix A to 31 CFR chapter V
is further amended by adding the
following names of individuals and
organizations identified in Executive
Order 13219 inserted in alphabetical
order:
ADEMI, Xhevat, Member of National

Liberation Army (NLA) (DOB: 8 Dec 1962;
POB: Tetovo, FYROM) (individual)
[BALKANS]

AHMETI, Ali, Member of National Liberation
Army (NLA) (DOB: 4 Jan 1959; POB:
Kicevo, FYROM) (individual) [BALKANS]

BEXHETI, Nuri, Member of National
Liberation Army (NLA) (DOB: 1962; POB:
Tetovo, FYROM) (individual) [BALKANS]

DALIPI, Tahir, Member of Political Council
of Presevo, Medvedja, and Bujanovac
(PCPMB) (DOB: 1958; POB: Ilince, Presevo
mun., FRY) (individual) [BALKANS]

ELSHANI, Gafur, Member of Popular
Movement of Kosovo (LPK) (DOB: 29 Mar
1958; POB: Suva Reka, FRY) (individual)
[BALKANS]

GASHI, Sabit, Member of National Movement
for the Liberation of Kosovo (LKCK) (DOB:
30 Dec 1967; POB: Suva Reka, FRY)
(individual) [BALKANS]

HABIBI, Skender, Member of Party for
Democratic Progress for Kosovo (PDK)
(DOB: 13 Jul 1968; POB: Ljubiste, FRY)
(individual) [BALKANS]

HARADINAJ, Daut, Chief of Staff of Kosovo
Protection Corps (KPC) (DOB: 6 Apr 1978;
POB: Goldane, FRY) (individual)
[BALKANS]

HASANI, Xhavit, Member of National
Liberation Army (NLA) (DOB: 5 May 1957;
POB: Tanishec, FYROM) (individual)
[BALKANS]

LIBERATION ARMY OF PRESEVO,
MEDVEDJA, AND BUJANOVAC (a.k.a.
PMBLA; a.k.a. UCPMB) [BALKANS]

LKCK (a.k.a. NATIONAL MOVEMENT FOR
THE LIBERATION OF KOSOVO)
[BALKANS]

LLADROVICI, Ramiz, Deputy Commander,
Guard & Rapid Reaction Group of Kosovo
Protection Corps (KPC) (DOB: 3 Jan 1966)
(individual) [BALKANS]

LPK (a.k.a. POPULAR MOVEMENT OF
KOSOVO) [BALKANS]

LUSHTAKU, Sami, Regional Task Group 2
Commander of Kosovo Protection Corps
(KPC) (DOB: 20 Feb 1961; POB: Srbica,
FRY) (individual) [BALKANS]

MUSLIU, Jonusz, Member of Political
Council of Presevo, Medvedja, and
Bujanovac (PCPMB) (DOB: 5 Jan 1959;
POB: Konculj, FRY) (individual)
[BALKANS]

MUSLIU, Shefqet, Member of Liberation
Army of Presevo, Medvedja, and Bujanovac
(UCPMB) (DOB: 12 Feb 1963; POB:
Konculj, FRY) (individual) [BALKANS]

MUSTAFA, Rrustem, Regional Task Group 6
Commander of Kosovo Protection Corps
(KPC) (DOB: 27 Feb 1971; POB: Podujevo,
FRY) (individual) [BALKANS]

NATIONAL LIBERATION ARMY (a.k.a.
NLA; a.k.a. UCK) [BALKANS]

NATIONAL MOVEMENT FOR THE
LIBERATION OF KOSOVO (a.k.a. LKCK)
[BALKANS]

NLA (a.k.a. NATIONAL LIBERATION
ARMY; a.k.a. UCK) [BALKANS]

OSTREMI, Gezim, Member of National
Liberation Army (NLA) (DOB: 1 Nov 1942;
POB: Debar, Macedonia) (individual)
[BALKANS]

PCPMB (a.k.a. POLITICAL COUNCIL OF
PRESEVO, MEDVEDJA, AND
BUJANOVAC) [BALKANS]

PMBLA (a.k.a. LIBERATION ARMY OF
PRESEVO, MEDVEDJA, AND
BUJANOVAC; a.k.a. UCPMB) [BALKANS]

POLITICAL COUNCIL OF PRESEVO,
MEDVEDJA, AND BUJANOVAC (a.k.a.
PCPMB) [BALKANS]

POPULAR MOVEMENT OF KOSOVO (a.k.a.
LPK) [BALKANS]

SELIMI, Rexhep, Commander, Guard & Rapid
Reaction Group of Kosovo Protection Corps
(KPC) (DOB: 15 Mar 1971; POB: Iglarevo,
FRY) (individual) [BALKANS]

SHAKIRI, Hisni, Member of National
Liberation Army (NLA) (DOB: 1 Mar 1949;
POB: Otlja, FYROM) (individual)
[BALKANS]

SHAQIRI, Shaqir, Member of Liberation
Army of Presevo, Medvedja, and Bujanovac
(UCPMB) (DOB: 1 Sep 1964; POB: FRY)
(individual) [BALKANS]

SUMA, Emrush, Member of National
Liberation Army (NLA) (DOB: 27 May
1974; POB: Dimce, FRY) (individual)
[BALKANS]

SYLA, Azem, Member of Party for
Democratic Progress for Kosovo (PDK)
(DOB: 5 Apr 1951; POB: FRY) (individual)
[BALKANS]

UCK (a.k.a. NATIONAL LIBERATION
ARMY; a.k.a. NLA) [BALKANS]

UCPMB (a.k.a. LIBERATION ARMY OF
PRESEVO, MEDVEDJA, AND
BUJANOVAC; a.k.a. PMBLA) [BALKANS]

VELIU, Fazli, Member of National Liberation
Army (NLA) (DOB: 4 Jan 1945; POB:
Kercove, FYROM) (individual) [BALKANS]

XHEMAJLI, Emrush, Member of Popular
Movement of Kosovo (LPK) (DOB: 5 May
1959; POB: Urosevac, FRY) (individual)
[BALKANS]

XHEMAJLI, Muhamet, Member of Liberation
Army of Presevo, Medvedja, and Bujanovac
(UCPMB) (DOB: 8 Feb 1958; POB:
Muhovac, FRY) (individual) [BALKANS]

PART 539—WEAPONS OF MASS
DESTRUCTION TRADE CONTROL
REGULATIONS

1. The authority citation for part 539
is amended to read as follows:

Authority: 3 U.S.C. 301; 22 U.S.C. 2751–
2799aa–2; 31 U.S.C. 321(b); 50 U.S.C. 1601–
1651, 1701–1706; E.O. 12938, 59 FR 59099,
3 CFR, 1994 Comp., p. 950; E.O. 13094, 63
FR 40803, 3 CFR, 1998 Comp., p. 200.

2. Appendix I to 31 CFR part 539 is
amended by removing item 5 (INOR
Scientific Center, including at Moscow,
Russia) and item 7 (Polyus Scientific
Production Association, including at 3
Ulitsa Vvedenskogo, 117342 Moscow,
Russia) and redesignating item 6 as item
5 and items 8 through 10 as items 6
through 8.

Dated: September 24, 2001.
R. Richard Newcomb,
Director, Office of Foreign Assets Control.

Approved: September 27, 2001.
Jimmy Gurulé,
Under Secretary (Enforcement), Department
of the Treasury.
[FR Doc. 01–28626 Filed 11–9–01; 3:32 pm]
BILLING CODE 4810–25–P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary

32 CFR Part 3

RIN 0790–AG79

Transactions Other Than Contracts,
Grants, or Cooperative Agreements for
Prototype Projects

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, DoD.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Representatives of the
military departments, defense agencies
and other DoD activities, have agreed on
a final rule that amends the interim rule
as a result of comments received and
incorporates clarification enacted in
fiscal year 2001 that limits Comptroller
General access in certain situations.
This final rule requires inclusion of a
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clause as required by law, providing for
Comptroller General access to records in
transactions other than contracts, grants,
or cooperative agreements for prototype
projects that provide for total payments
in excess of $5,000,000.

DATES: This rule is effective December
17, 2001. This final rule will apply for
solicitations issued on or after December
17, 2001. This final rule may be used for
new prototype awards that result from
solicitations issued prior to that date.

INFORMATION CONTACT: Teresa Brooks,
(703) 695–8567.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background and Purpose

Section 845 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994,
Pub. L. 103–160, as amended,
authorizes the Secretary of a Military
Department, the Director of Defense
Advanced Research Projects Agency and
any other official designated by the
Secretary of Defense, to enter into
transactions other than contracts, grants
or cooperative agreements in certain
situations for prototype projects that are
directly relevant to weapons or weapon
systems proposed to be acquired or
developed by the Department of
Defense.

Such transactions are commonly
referred to as ‘‘other transaction’’
agreements for prototype projects and
are generally not subject to statutes or
regulations limited in applicability to
procurement contracts.

Section 801 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000
establishes a requirement that an ‘‘other
transaction’’ agreement for a prototype
project that provides for payments in a
total amount in excess of $5,000,000
include a clause that provides
Comptroller General access to records.
Section 804 of the Floyd D. Spence
National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 clarified Comptroller
General access when the only
cooperative agreements or ‘‘other
transactions’’ that the party, entity, or
subordinate element entered into with
government entities in the year prior to
the date of that agreement are
cooperative agreements or transactions
that were entered into under 10 U.S.C.
2371 or Section 845 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1994 (Pub. L. 103–160; 10 U.S.C.
2371 note).

An interim rule was published in the
Federal Register for public comment on
June 5, 2000. Comments on the Interim
Rule were received from one
respondent.

A. Manner of Implementation

The respondent cited a September 13,
1999, Under Secretary of Defense for
Acquisition and Technology letter
stating that DoD was considering issuing
guidance for prototype other
transactions (OTs) in the form of a DoD
Directive. The respondent expressed its
understanding that the guidance may
include changes regarding
implementation of Section 801 of the
National Defense Authorization Act of
Fiscal Year 2000. The respondent
expressed concern that there may be
multiple and potentially inconsistent
guidance being promulgated regarding
the inclusion of the Comptroller General
access clauses in these OTs. The
respondent urged DoD to consolidate
guidance regarding these agreements to
avoid redundant and potentially
inconsistent guidance.

Response: the DoD agrees that the
guidance regarding these agreements
should be consolidated. The DoD
therefore plans for the Code of Federal
Regulation coverage on Comptroller
General Access to be incorporated in its
entirety as an Appendix to internal DoD
guidance, so that the Comptroller
General requirements will not be
redundant or inconsistent.

B. Revised Exclusion for Commercial
Companies

The respondent expressed concern
that although the language of the
interim rule appears to have been
drafted to exclude coverage of
commercial companies, under certain
circumstances, a strict reading of the
regulation would cause the Comptroller
General access clause to apply to the
very parties they believe the Congress
intended to exempt. Two scenarios were
identified where the respondent thought
this could occur. First, if a commercial
company as a member of a consortium
with traditional defense companies
entered into a prototype OT that
includes the Comptroller General access
clause, then the commercial company
has now ‘‘entered into’’ an agreement
that provides for audit access and;
therefore, would no longer be excepted
from the Comptroller General access
requirement. The second scenario
would involve an unsophisticated
commercial company that
unintentionally executes a prototype OT
that provides for audit access,
eliminating its future exemption. The
respondent recommended specific
language be added that excepted any
entity that has entered into only OTs or
FAR Part 12 contracts.

Response: The clause excludes parties
or participating entities which have not

allowed Government records access in
the preceding year. The applicability of
the records access clause to each
participant in a ‘‘mixed’’ consortium is
required to be based on the plain
language of the clause. Thus a
commercial consortium member would
not have entered into an agreement
providing for government audit access
since that clause would have been
inapplicable to it in the transaction
involving the consortium.

We cannot agree with the
respondent’s proposed change excepting
any entity that has entered into only
OTs or FAR Part 12 contracts. FAR Part
12 contracts provide for Comptroller
General audit access. In addition,
previous OTs may have also provided
for audit access by a government entity.
By statute, the clause is required to be
included in OTs with entities that have
entered into such contracts or
agreements. However, to assure that
there is no misunderstanding regarding
this requirement, the final rule clarifies
that the presence of the clause is
necessary to fully implement the law by
insuring flow-down to participating
entities which are not parties to the
agreement. The final rule also clarifies
that parties or participating entities
which have not entered into a contract,
grant, cooperative agreement or ‘‘other
transaction’’ that provides for audit
access by a government entity in the
year prior to the agreement are
specifically excluded from coverage of
the clause, as provided in the law.

Regulatory Evaluation

Executive Order 12866, ‘‘Regulatory
Planning and Review’’

It has been determined that this rule
is not a significant rule as defined under
section 3(f)(1) through 3(f)(4) of
Executive Order 12866.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act (Sec.
202, Pub. L. 104–4)

It has been certified that this rule does
not contain a Federal mandate that may
result in the expenditure by State, local
and tribal governments, in aggregate, or
by the private sector, of $100 million or
more in any one year.

Pub. L. 96–354, ‘‘Regulatory Flexibility
Act’’ (5 U.S.C. 601)

It has been certified that this part is
not subject to the Regulatory Flexibility
Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) because it
would not, if promulgated, have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The rule requires only that the
Comptroller General be provided access
to records of certain projects. It does not
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require additional record keeping or
other significant expense by project
participants.

Pub. L. 96–511, ‘‘Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995’’ (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.)

It has been certified that this rule does
not impose any reporting or record
keeping requirements under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.

Federalism (Executive Order 13132)
It has been certified that this rule does

not have federalism implications, as set
forth in Executive Order 13132.

List of Subjects in 32 CFR Part 3
(To be inserted by the Federal Register

Liaison Officer.)
Accordingly, part 3 is revised to read

as follows:

PART 3—TRANSACTIONS OTHER
THAN CONTRACTS, GRANTS, OR
COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS FOR
PROTOTYPE PROJECTS

Sec.
3.1 Purpose.
3.2 Applicability.
3.3 Definitions.
3.4 Policy.

Authority: Section 801 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2000 (Pub. L. 106–65) and Section 804 of the
Floyd D. Spence National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (Pub.
L. 106–398).

PART 3—TRANSACTIONS OTHER
THAN CONTRACTS, GRANTS, OR
COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS FOR
PROTOTYPE PROJECTS

3.1 Purpose.
This part implements section 801 of

the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2000 (Pub. L. 106–65)
and section 804 of the Floyd D. Spence
National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 (Pub. L. 106–398). It
establishes the requirement for the
inclusion of a clause in transactions
other than contracts, grants or
cooperative agreements for prototype
projects awarded under authority of 10
U.S.C. 2371 that provides Comptroller
General access to records when
payments total an amount in excess of
$5,000,000.

3.2 Applicability.
This part applies to the Secretary of

a Military Department, the Directors of
the Defense Agencies, and any other
official designated by the Secretary of
Defense to enter into transactions other
than contracts, grants or cooperative
agreements for prototype projects that
are directly relevant to weapons or
weapon systems proposed to be

acquired or developed by the
Department of Defense, under authority
of 10 U.S.C. 2371. Such transactions are
commonly referred to as ‘‘other
transaction’’ agreements and are
hereafter referred to as agreements.

3.3 Definitions.
Contracting activity. An element of an

agency head and delegated broad
authority regarding acquisition
functions. It includes elements
designated by the director of a defense
agency which has been delegated
contracting authority through its agency
charter.

Head of the contracting activity. The
official who has overall responsibility
for managing the contracting activity.

3.4 Policy.
(a) A clause must be included in

solicitations and agreements for
prototype projects awarded under
authority of 10 U.S.C. 2371, that provide
for total government payments in excess
of $5,000,000 to allow Comptroller
General access to records that directly
pertain to such agreements.

(b) The clause referenced in paragraph
(a) of this section will not apply with
respect to a party or entity, or
subordinate element of a party or entity,
that has not entered into any other
contract, grant, cooperative agreement
or ‘‘other transaction’’ agreement that
provides for audit access by a
government entity in the year prior to
the date of the agreement. The clause
must be included in all agreements
described in paragraph (a) of this
section in order to fully implement the
law by covering those participating
entities and their subordinate elements
which have entered into prior
agreements providing for Government
audit access, and are therefore not
exempt. The presence of the clause in
an agreement will not operate to require
Comptroller General access to records
from any party or participating entity, or
subordinate element of a party or
participating entity, or subordinate
element of a party or participating
entity, which is otherwise exempt under
the terms of the clause and the law.

(c)(1) The right provided to the
Comptroller General in a clause of an
agreement under paragraph (a) of this
part, is limited as provided by
subparagraph (c)(2) of this part in the
case of a party to the agreement, an
entity that participates in the
performance of the agreement, or a
subordinate element of that party or
entity, if the only cooperative
agreements or ‘‘other transactions’’ that
the party, entity, or subordinate element
entered into with government entities in

the year prior to the date of that
agreement are cooperative agreements or
transactions that were entered into
under 10 U.S.C. 2371 or Section 845 of
the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1994 (Pub. L. 103–160;
10 U.S.C. 2371 note).

(c)(2) The only records of a party,
other entity, or subordinate element
referred to in subparagraph (c)(1) of this
part that the Comptroller General may
examine in the exercise of the right
referred to in that subparagraph, are
records of the same type as the records
that the government has had the right to
examine under the audit access clauses
of the previous cooperative agreements
or transactions referred to in such
subparagraph that were entered into by
that particular party, entity, or
subordinate element.

(d) The head of the contracting
activity (HCA) that is carrying out the
agreement may waive the applicability
of the Comptroller General access
requirement if the HCA determines it
would not be in the public interest to
apply the requirement to the agreement.
The waiver will be effective with
respect to the agreement only if the HCA
transmits a notification of the waiver to
the Committees on Armed Services of
the Senate and the House of
Representatives, the Comptroller
General, and the Director, Defense
Procurement before entering into the
agreement. The notification must
include the rationale for the
determination.

(e) The HCA must notify the Director,
Defense Procurement of situations
where there is evidence that the
Comptroller General Access
requirement caused companies to refuse
to participate or otherwise restricted the
Department’s access to companies that
typically do not do business with the
Department.

(f) In no case will the requirement to
examine records under the clause
referenced in paragraph (a) of this
section apply to an agreement where
more than three years have passed after
final payment is made by the
government under such an agreement.

(g) The clause referenced in paragraph
(a) of this section, must provide for the
following:

(1) The Comptroller General of the
United States, in the discretion of the
Comptroller General, shall have access
to and the right to examine records of
any party to the agreement or any entity
that participates in the performance of
this agreement that directly pertain to,
and involve transactions relating to, the
agreement.

(2) Excepted from the Comptroller
General access requirement is any party
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to this agreement or any entity that
participates in the performance of the
agreement, or any subordinate element
of such party or entity, that, in the year
prior to the date of the agreement, has
not entered into any other contract,
grant, cooperative agreement, or ‘‘other
transaction’’ agreement that provides for
audit access to its records by a
government entity.

(3)(A) The right provided to the
Comptroller General is limited as
provided in subparagraph (B) in the case
of a party to the agreement, any entity
that participates in the performance of
the agreement, or a subordinate element
of that party or entity if the only
cooperative agreements or ‘‘other
transactions’’ that the party, entity, or
subordinate element entered into with
government entities in the year prior to
the date of that agreement are
cooperative agreements or transactions
that were entered into under 10 U.S.C.
2371 or Section 845 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1994 (Pub. L. 103–160; 10 U.S.C.
2371 note).

(B) The only records of a party, other
entity, or subordinate element referred
to in subparagraph (A) that the
Comptroller General may examine in
the exercise of the right referred to in
that subparagraph are records of the
same type as the records that the
government has had the right to
examine under the audit access clauses
of the previous agreements or
transactions referred to in such
subparagraph that were entered into by
that particular party, entity, or
subordinate element.

(4) This clause shall not be construed
to require any party or entity, or any
subordinate element of such party or
entity, that participates in the
performance of the agreement, to create
or maintain any record that is not
otherwise maintained in the ordinary
course of business or pursuant to a
provision of law.

(5) The Comptroller General shall
have access to the records described in
this clause until three years after the
date the final payment is made by the
United States under this agreement.

(6) The recipient of the agreement
shall flow down this provision to any
entity that participates in the
performance of the agreement.

Dated: October 23, 2001.
L.M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 01–27182 Filed 11–14–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001–08–M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 117

[CGD07–01–056]

RIN 2115–AE47

Drawbridge Operation Regulations;
Snake Creek Drawbridge, Islamorada,
Florida

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is changing
the operating regulations governing the
Snake Creek drawbridge (US 1)
connecting Windley Key and Plantation
Key at Islamorada, Florida. This rule
requires the drawbridge to open on
signal, except that from 8 a.m. until 4
p.m., the draw need open only on the
hour and half-hour.
DATES: This rule is effective December
17, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Comments and material
received from the public as well as
documents indicated in this preamble as
being available in the docket are part of
docket [CGD07–01–056] and are
available for inspection or copying at
Seventh Coast Guard District, Bridge
Branch, Miami, Florida, 33131 between
7:30 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Barry Dragon, Project Officer, Seventh
Coast Guard District, Bridge Branch, at
(305) 415–6743.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Regulatory Information

On July 19, 2001 we published a
notice of proposed rulemaking entitled
Drawbridge Operation Regulations;
Snake Creek Drawbridge, Islamorada,
FL, in the Federal Register (66 FR
37615).

Background and Purpose

The Snake Creek bascule bridge has a
vertical clearance of 27 feet at mean
high water and a horizontal clearance of
60 feet. It is a two lane, narrow,
undivided arterial roadway, which is
the only roadway into and out of the
Florida Keys and is severely congested
due to insufficient capacity. The
bridge’s current operating schedule is
governed by the general bridge
operation provision in 33 CFR § 117.5
that requires the bridge to open on
demand.

The bridge owner requested a
modification of the existing schedule to
allow the drawbridge to open on signal,
except from 7 a.m. until 6 p.m. when

the draw would open on the hour and
half-hour. This modification would ease
the flow of vehicular traffic during peak
traffic periods.

Discussion of Comments and Changes
The Coast Guard received one

comment letter regarding this proposed
rule. The comment requested that the
hour and half-hour regulation be from 8
a.m. until 4 p.m. instead of the proposed
period from 7 a.m. until 6 p.m. After
consultation with the bridge owner and
city officials, we agree with this
comment and have changed the
proposed schedule accordingly.

Regulatory Evaluation
This rule is not a ‘‘significant

regulatory action’’ under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866, Regulatory
Planning and Review, and does not
require an assessment of potential costs
and benefits under section 6(a)(3) of that
Order. The Office of Management and
Budget has not reviewed it under that
Order. It is not ‘‘significant’’ under the
regulatory policies and procedures of
the Department of Transportation (DOT)
(44 FR 11040, February 26, 1979).

The Coast Guard expects the
economic impact of this proposed rule
to be so minimal that a full Regulatory
Evaluation under paragraph 10e of the
regulatory policies and procedures of
DOT is unnecessary because the rule
will still allow the bridge to open on a
regular schedule.

Small Entities
Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act

(5 U.S.C. 601–612), we considered
whether this rule would have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The term ‘‘small entities’’ comprises
small businesses, not-for-profit
organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000.

This rule may affect the following
entities, some of which might be small
entities: the owners or operators of
vessels intending to transit under the
Snake Creek drawbridge. The Coast
Guard certifies under 5 U.S.C. 605(b)
that this rule would not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
because the rule will still allow the
bridge to open on a regular schedule.

Assistance for Small Entities
Under section 213(a) of the Small

Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Public Law 104–
121), we offered to assist small entities

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 21:00 Nov 14, 2001 Jkt 197001 PO 00000 Frm 00024 Fmt 4700 Sfmt 4700 E:\FR\FM\15NOR1.SGM pfrm04 PsN: 15NOR1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2010-07-17T05:42:04-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




